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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 1/9/06, and has been entered and made 
of record. Currently, claims 1, 3, 5-8, 10, 11, 13-16, 18 and 20-37 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3, 5-8, 10, 11, 13-16, 18 and 20- 

37 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Line 3, "a print ready version" should be - the print ready version -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 5-8, 13, 14, 18 and 20-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Strobe! et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,751,732 (hereinafter Strobel) in 
view of Walker et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,1 1 1 ,953 (hereinafter Walker). 
4. With respect to claim 1 , Strobel teaches a method for facilitating secure printing 
(abstract and fig. 1), comprising: 

receiving with a printer an untranslated document to be printed (fig. 2A); 

determining on the printer that the document cannot be printed in its present form 
(fig. 2A); 

transmitting a key that is needed to translate the document to the printer from a 
nearby portable computing device (col. 3, lines 58-62 & fig. 2B); and 

translating/decrypting the document using the received key at the printer (fig. 2B 
& col. 6, lines 28-42). 

Strobel, however, does not teach the method of translating/decrypting the 
document at the portable computing device. 

Walker, the same field of endeavor of encrypting/decrypting document art, 
teaches the method of transmitting an encrypted document from a printer to a 
computing device wherein the computing device translates/decrypts the encrypted 
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document and sends the translated/decrypted document back to the printer (fig. 5 & col. 
7. line 61 - col. 8, line 15). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the decryption module along with the decryption key at the portable 
computing device of Strobel. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to maintain the 
decryption module and the keys at a single location to provide more security. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Strobel with Walker to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

5. With respect to claim 3, the combination of Strobel and Walker teaches the 
method of claim 1 , wherein the untraslated document is encrypted (fig. 2 of Strobel & 
col. 7, line 61 - col. 8, line 15 of Walker). 

6. With respect to claim 5. the combination of Strobel and Walker teaches the 
method of claim 1, wherein transmitting the document comprises wireless transmitting 
the document and wherein receiving the print ready version of the document comprises 
wirelessly receiving the print ready version of the document (col. 3, lines 58-62 & fig. 2B 
of Walker). 

7. With respect to claims 6-8, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 1 , 
3 and 5, are applicable. 

8. With respect to claims 13 and 14, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 1, 3 and 5, are applicable. 
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9. With respect to claims 18 and 20-22, arguments analogous to those presented 
for claims 1 , 3 and 5, are applicable. 

10. With respect to claims 23 and 24, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 1 , 3 and 5, are applicable. 

1 1 . With respect to claims 25-27, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 
1, 3 and 5, are applicable. 

12. With respect to claims 28-30, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 
1 , 3 and 5, are applicable. 

13. With respect to claims 31-33, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 
1 , 3 and 5, are applicable. 

14. With respect to claims 34 and 35, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 1 , 3 and 5, are applicable. 

1 5. With respect to claims 36 and 37, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 1, 3 and 5, are applicable. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Strobel and Walker as applied to claim 6 above, and further in 
view of Roberts et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,650,431 (hereinafter Roberts). 

1 6. With respect to claims 1 0 and 1 1 , the combination of Strobel and Walker teaches 
the method of claim 6, but it does not teach explicitly that the protected document is a 
protected and untranslated document. 
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Roberts, the same field of endeavor of the document printing art, teaches the 
method for translating a document at a computing device (col. 10, lines 37-53). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the translating method of Roberts into the secure printing method 
of Strobel and Walker. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been obvious to facilitate the 
printing process by both unprotecting and translating the document before it is 
transmitted to the printer. It would eliminate the step of translating the document into the 
print ready format by the printing device. Further, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to unprotect/decrypt the document before the translating step 
because the document could not have been translated if it was encrypted/protected. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine three references to obtain the invention as specified in claims 10 and 1 1 . 

Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Strobel and Walker as applied to claim 13 above, and further in 
view of Roberts 

17. With respect to claims 1 5 and 16, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 10 and 11, are applicable. 
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Conclusion 

1 8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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